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SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON S. 1548, TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
EXCHANGE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE COM- 
MONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO OF CERTAIN LANDS AND 
INTERESTS IN LANDS IN PUERTO RICO, AND S. 1827,TO 
AUTHORIZE THE SECRETARY OF THE ARMY TO DISCLAIM ANY 
INTEREST OF THE UNITED STATES IN AND TO CERTAIN PROP- 
ERTY LOCATED IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMITT£e£ ON Services, Suscommitres No. 1, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, March 2, 1954. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Paul W. Shafer (chairman 
of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Mr. Suarer. The committee will come to order. 
ing to get this hearing started and will then turn it over to 
rember, because I have to go before the Rules Committee 
r matter. 
st bill we have this morning is S. 1548, an act to provide for 
the exchange between the United States and the Commonwealth of 
Puérto-Bico of certain lands and interests in lands in Puerto Rico. 

is as follows:) 

_ [S. 1548, 83d Cong., Ist Sess.] 


AN ACT To provide for the exchange between the United States and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
of certain lands and interests in lands in Puerto Rico. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
to convey to the Commonwealth of Puerto ! ico, in exchange for the land identified 
in section 2 hereof, all right, title, and interest of the United States in and to real 
estate briefly identified below and more fully described on maps and in descriptions 
on file in the Office, Chief of Engineers, United States Army: 

(a) A strip of land alongside of Munoz J ivera Avenue, San Juan, and east of 
Army medical building, containing four and eight-tenths acres; the site of the 
San Sebastian Guardhouse at 205 Sol Street, San Juan, containing five one- 
hundredths acre; old walls around La Fortaliza containing sixty-six one-hundredths 
acre; driveway to Insular Department Justice containing eleven one-hundredths 
acre, and all shown in detail on drawing numbered 15—02—142, dated August 15, 
1951, entitled Fort Brooke Military P eservation. 

(b) Punta Las Marias Military Peservation, comprising eighty-seven one- 
hundredths acre, and shown on drawing numbered 18—01—150, dated November 
24, 1948, entitled Punta Las Marias SL and FC Site. 

(c) Punta Cangrejos (Battery Lancaster) Military Reservation, comprising 
fifteen and eight one-hundredths acres, and shown on drawing numbered 18-01— 
114, dated November 10, 1948, entitled Battery Lancaster (No. 264) Military 
Reservation. 

(d) Punta Maldonado Military Peservation, comprising one acre, and shown 
on drawing numbered 18—01—151, entitled Punta Maldonado SL and FC Fite. 

(e) Mata Redonda Military T eservation, comprising ninety-eight and forty~ 
seven one-hundredths acres of fee-owned land and one and eighty-one, one- 
hundredths acres of roadway easements, and shown on drawing numbered 
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1O-OA-E66, dated December 3, 1948, entitled Mata Redonda Gun Emplacement 
Site. 
(f) Point Lima Military Reservation, comprising one hundred thirty-five and 


eighty-two one-hundredths acres of fee-owned land and nine acres of roadway, 


electric transmission line, and water pipeline easements, and shown on drawing 
numbered 18-01-152, dated November 24, 1948, entitled Point Lima Gun 
Emplacement Site. 

(g) Camp O’Reilly Military Reservation, comprising nine hundred six and 
eighty-nine one-hundredths acres, and shown on drawing numbered 18—01—160, 
entitled Camp O’Reilly Military Reservation. 

. (h) Fort Mayaguez Military Reservation, comprising seven and five one- 
hundredths acres and shown on drawing numbered 18-01-—180, dated August 17, 
1949, entitled Fort Mayaguez Military Reservation. 

(i) Tract 16 of Salinas Maneuver Site, comprising three hundred sixty-nine 
and ninety-eight one-hundredths acres, and shown on drawing numbered 18-01— 
126, dated November 1, 1948, entitled Salinas Maneuver Site. 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to accept from the Common- 
wealth of Puerto Rico, without cost to the United States, a conveyance by the 
Governor of Puerto Rico of the lands briefly identified below and more fully 
described on maps and in descriptions on file in the Office, Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army: 

Area numbered 1 comprising about one thousand and four hundred acres of 
rural and agricultural lands abutting along the upper one-half of the east boundary 
of the existing Salinas Maneuver Site and area numbered 2 comprising about 
five thousand and one hundred acres of rural and agricultural lands abutting 
along the west and north boundaries of the reservation. These areas are shown 
on drawing numbered 15-02-24, dated April 10, 1951, entitled Expansion of 
Salinas Maneuver Site. 

Passed the Senate May 6, 1953. 

Attest: 

J. Marx Trice, Secretary. 

Mr. SuHarer. Subcommittee No. 1 considered the House version 
of this bill, H. R. 2311, on April 30, 1953, but did not report it to the 
full committee. Instead, the Department of the Army was requested 
to give further consideration to the exchange, particularly with refer- 
ence to the respective values of the properties to be exchanged. 
The Department did make a further study of this matter, and fur- 
nished the committee with additional information. 

In brief, this bill is designed to provide for the transfer to the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico of approximately 1,541 acres of land 
in exchange for approximately 6,500 acres needed by the Federal 
Governmevt to expand the Salinas maneuver area which is owned by 
the United States. 

A subcommittee, headed by Mr. Cole and including Mr. Hess, 
made an investigation of this proposed transfer and reported thereon 
to the chairman of the full committee. The chairman has furnished 
me a copy of that report and I find that Mr. Cole’s subcommittee 
concluded that the Salinas maneuver area should be enlarged; that 
Puerto Rico has fulfilled its part of the original agreement; that no 
attempt should be made to place a money value on the Treaty of 
Paris properties; and that, excluding the Treaty of Paris properties, 
the value of the realty proposed for conveyance to Puerto Rico by the 
Federal Government and the property proposed for conveyance by 
Puerto Rico to the United States are sufficiently equal so as to permit 
the withdrawal of the committee’s previous objection to H. R. 2311. 

The recommendation of Mr. Cole’s subcommittee is that S. 1548 
be amended so as to place the five Treaty of Paris properties in a title 
separate from those other properties which have an actual market 
value and that, having so done, the bill be reported favorably. 
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If this recommendation is accepted by this subcommittee and by 
the full committee, it would mean that all language following the 
enacting clause of 5. 1548 would be stricken and the language set out 
in the new version of the bill, which is before each of the members in 
typewritten form, would be substituted therefor. 

This new language will not affect the substance of the bill but will 
place the Treaty of Paris properties in a title by themselves. These 
properties, for the most part, have only a historical value and the 
new language would indicate that they were acquired without pay- 
ment of compensation. 

Rather extensive testimony was taken on this bill during the pre- 
vious hearing but if any of the members wish additional testimony 
at this time, a representative of the Department of the Army ts 
available. 

(The new version of the bill is as follows:) 


A BILL To provide for the exchange between the United States and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
of certain lands and interests in lands in Puerto Rico, 


Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the ''nited States of 
America in Congress assembted, 


TITLE I 


Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Armv is authorized to convey to the Common- 
wealth of Puerto Rico, in exchange for the land identified in title 1V hereof, all 
right, title, and interest of the United States in and to real estate identified in 
titles II and III and more fully described on maps and in descriptions on file in 
the Office, Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 


TITLE II 


Sec. 201. Those lands acquired by the United States of America without pay- 
ment of compensation, under the Treaty of Paris and set aside for military purposes 
by Executive order, dated June 30, 1903, identified as follows: 

(a) A strip of land alongside of Munoz Rivera Avenue, San Juan, and east of 
Army Medical Building, containing four and eight-tenths acres; the site of the 
San Sebastian guardhouse at 205 Sol Street, San Juan, containing five one-hun- 
dredths acre; old walls around La Fortaliza containing sixty-six one-hundredths 
acre; driveway to Insular Department Justice containing eleven one-hundredths 
acre; and all shown in detail on drawing numbered 15—02-142, dated August 15, 
1951, entitled ‘““Fort Brooke Military Reservation.” 

(b) Fort Mayaguez Military Reservation, comprising seven and five one- 
hundredths acres and shown on drawing numbered 18—01-—180, dated August 17, 
1949, entitled ‘‘Fort Mayaguez Military Reservation.” 

TITLE III 

Sec. 301. Those lands acquired by the United States of America through 
condemnation proceedings and payment of just compensation as determined 
thereby, identified as follows: 

(a) Punta Las Marias Military Reservation, comprising eighty-seven one- 
hundredths acre, and shown on drawing numbered 18—-01—-150, dated November 
24, 1948, entitled ‘‘Punta Las Marias SL and FC Site.” 

(b) Punta Cangrejos (Battery Lancaster) Military Reservation, comprising 
fifteen and eight one-hundredths acres, and shown on drawing numbered 18—-Ol- 
114, dated November 10, 1948, entitled ‘‘Battery Lancaster (No. 264) Military 
Reservation.” 

(c) Punta Maldonado Military Reservation, comprising one acre, and shown 
on drawing numbered 18-01-15], entitled “Punta Maldonado SL and FC Site’’. 

(d) Mata Redonda Military Reservation, comprising ninety-eight and forty- 
seven one-hunaredths acres of fee-owned land and one and eighty-one one- 
hundredths acres of roadway easements, and shown on drawing numbered 18—01- 
155, dated December 3, 1948, entitled ‘“‘Mata Redonda Gun Emplacement Site.” 

(e) Point Lima Military Reservation, comprising one hundred thirty-five and 
eighty-two one-hundredths acres of fee-owned land and nine acres of roadway, 
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electric transmission line, and water pipeline easements, and shown on drawing 
numbered 18-01-152, dated November 24, 1948, entitled ‘Point Lima Gun 
~“mplacement Site.” 

(f) Camp O’Reilly Military Reservation, comprising nine hundred six and 
eighty-nine one-hundredths acres, and shown on drawing numbered 18—01-—160, 
entitled “Camp O’Reilly Military Reservation.” 

(g) Tract 16 of Salinas Maneuver Site, comprising three hundred sixty-nine 
and ninety-eight one-hundredths acres, and shown on drawing numbered 18-01- 
126, dated November 1, 1948, entitled “Salinas Manevuer Site.” 


TITLE IV 


Sec. 401. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to accept from the Common- 
wealth of Puerto Rico, without cost to the United States, a conveyance by the 
Governor of Puerto Rico of the lands identified below and more fully described on 
pape and in descriptions on file in the Office, Chief of Engineers, United States 

rmy: 

(a) Area numbered 1 comprising about one thousand and four hundred acres 
of rural and agricultural lands abutting along the upper one-half of the east 
boundary of the existing Salinas Maneuver Site and area numbered 2 comprising 
about five thousand and one hundred acres of rural and agricultural lands abutting 
along the west and north boundaries of the reservation. These areas are shown 
on ‘drawing numbered 15-02-24, dated April 10, 1951, entitled ‘Expansion of 
Salinas Manevuer Site.” 

Mr. Suarer. Do you have anything further to add to this? 

Mr. Hess. I don’t have anything further to add, unless you want 
the committee report which was filed with Mr. Short, the chairman 
of the full Armed Services Committee. It is quite lengthy, but I will 
be glad to read it if you want it. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Is it by accident that we have this bill up today? 

Mr. Bennett. I think I was one of the ones that raised some of 
the troubles before. So I might say: 

I wondered why it is that the Treaty of Paris lands should be 
excluded. In other words, my feeling at the previous hearing was 
that we should have a fairly even trade, just like we would if Puerto 
Rico was a State. I saw no reason for discriminating against the 
State of Florida or against Wisconsin or Iowa in favor of Puerto Rico. 
They should be treated comparably with the State as far as getting 
benefits. 

That is the only reason why they should be given a complete gift 
of something of great value. Now, the report indicates the way it is 

oing to be solved is we are going to forget all about the Treaty of 
aris land. I would like to know why the Treaty of Paris lands are 
supposed to be sacrosanct? 

Mr. Ke._vtener. May I answer that, Mr. Chairman. The Treat 
of Paris lands which were acquired at no cost will still be exchanged. 
They still will be in the bill. But they have been placed in a title all 
by themselves to indicate there is no monetary value attached to them 
in relation to the transfer. Now, when you exclude those properties, 
the property which will be conveyed by the United States to Puerto 
Rico and by Puerto Rico to the United States are almost to the dollar 
equal in value. 

Mr. Bennerr. I am wondering why we feel there is any moral 
obligation on the United States Government to transfer the Treaty 
of Paris Lands to Puerto Rico free of charge. 

Mr. Keviener. Well, (1), We didn’t pay for them in the first 
instance; (2), they are not needed any longer. 

Mr. Bennerr. We paid for them with blood, didn’t we? Didn’t 
we win the war? 
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Mr. Keviener. Well, there was no monetary consideration for 
them, and I imagine that the payment with blood aspect of it isn’t 
involved in this bill now. Many of those properties have been already 
conveyed to Puerto Rico previously under acts of Congress. There 
are 2 or 3 acts of Congress that allow them to be conveyed. 

Mr. Bennett. What is the second point you say? You say first 
we didn’t pay anything for them. What was your second point? 
You said first we didn’t pay for them in the first place, and then—— 

Mr. Keviruer. Yes. | think my second point was that acts of 
Congress previously have permitted properties no longer needed for 
Federal purposes to be conveyed to Puerto Rico. They have a 
historic value, and the value is only that. This is especially important 
to Puerto Rico and probably relatively unimportant to the United 
States. 

Mr. Hess. For example, Mr. Bennett, there were some walls that 
were around the present Governor’s home, and there was a small 
strip near the Governor’s home that was a street, I believe. 

Mr. Keviener. Right. A driveway. 

Mr. Hess. Yes, a driveway that we propose to transfer to them. 

Another was a small piece of property about 1 or 2 blocks from the 
Governor’s home, which has just a nominal value. And then there 
were walls along the oceanfront there. A tremendous value had 
been placed on them by some appraiser, thinking that they were 
properties that were oceanfront properties that could be used. But 
as a matter of fact, they were cliffs. We went down there and saw 
them and found out they were cliffs and a very narrow strip, quite 
lengthy, of course, but a narrow strip. 

Mr. SHarer. Fortaleza? 

Mr. Huss. It was east of Fortaleza. 

Mr. Munoz Avenue. 

Mr. Doyue. Are they areas which within reason might be of stra- 
tegic defense value to the United States of America at any time? 

Mr. Hess. I wouldn’t think so, no. 

Mr. [ think not, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. As far as I am concerned, I am willing to let my 
objeetions—I seem to be the most objectionable person here on this 
thing—ride. 

Since there has been a subcommittee that has gone down and studied 
it and looked into it and you feel that the historic lands have apparent- 
ly very little value intrinsically, on the basis of that committee report, 
I am willing to go ahead with it. Generally speaking, however, I 
think Puerto Rico should not be dealt with any better than a State. 

Mr. SuHarer. There is no other use that this land could be put to? 

Mr. None whatsoever. 

Mr. SuarFer. I recall having visited there a couple of times. There 
is nothing else you can do about it. 

Mr. Hess. As a matter of fact, Mr. Bennett, let me say this: 
Speaking for myself, I was in favor of even going further in this bill 
and transferring some additional walls—that is all they are. They 
are stone walls. 

Mr. Suarer. Yes. 

Mr. Hess. And they are being maintained by the United States 
today at a cost to the United States Government. We have to take 
care of them. We have to see to it that weeds and trees don’t grow 
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out of them, for example. If we transfer them to the Puerto Rican 
government, and let them care for them I think we would be a little 
bit better off because they are of no value to us at all. 

Mr. Bennett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cunnitnauam. Mr. Kelleher, are the lands we are conveying 
to Puerto Rico in exchange for what we get approximately of the 
same value? 

Mr. Keuuener. Yes. 

The difference isn’t any more than a few thousand dollars. It is 
roughly a million dollars each way now. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. If we are getting approximately the value of 
what we are giving, there isn’t anything to be concerned about, is 
there? 

Mr. Kev_ueuer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. The only way they are getting an equal value is to 
totally exclude these historic lands which have been described by Mr. 
Hess now, as relatively unimportant, although they have had ascribed 
to them very substantial monetary values. 

Mr. CunnineHaM. Your point is Puerto Rico is putting too high 
a value on what we are getting from a historic value, is that it? 

Mr. Bennerr. No, sir. Somebody placed a very high value on 
them in the hearing and if that value was accurate we would be turn- 
ing over a very large amount of valuable property, which means we 
would be doing more for them than we would be doing for 1 of the 48 
States. 

Now, the subcommittee has looked into it, and they have deter- 
mined that in their opinion this historic land, although it was once 
appraised by somebody at a very high rate, is not actually of any great 
value. They are going to give it no value in this bill—not that they 
have no value, but they are just going to say it should be excluded, I 
think, for two reasons. 

One, the fact we didn’t pay for it in the first place and the second 
that it has very little actual intrinsic value anyway. ‘The first one I 
think is a rather strange point because after all, we acquired a number 
of our States, not very dissimilarly to the manner in which we acquired 
Puerto Rico. We acquired the State of Florida, for instance, under 
an arrangement which was in large part military. 

Only $5 million actually traded hands and they never actually were 
physically transferred. It was partly the fact that we had American 
soldiers down in Florida that we were able to get title to it. So I 
don’t think we would want to turn over the State of Florida to some- 
body just because we hadn’t paid anything for it. 

Mr. Cunninacuam. Well, we admit we acquired something. When 
we acquired Florida, it came in under the same bill that Iowa did. 

Mr. SuHarer. Well, without objection, we will report this to the full 
committee. 

Mr. Keuuener. As amended, sir. 

Mr. Suarer. As amended. 

Mr. Doyts. I think, Mr. Chairman, in view of the terrible tragedy 
that occurred vesterday, with those crazy people from Puerto Rico 
that shot five Members of Congress, that at least I, as a Member of 
Congress, am glad we are able to do this thing this morning. 

Mr. Suarer. Of course we are doing this thing for the constituted 
authorities in Puerto Rico. 
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Mr. Doyue. That is right. And after hearing—— 

Mr. Suarer. And not the Nationalist Party. 

Mr. Doyue. After hearing the talk by the Governor of Puerto 
Rico on the radio last night and then our own fellow colleague here, | 
think it is nice that we are doing this promptly and unanimously 
here this morning. 

Mr. Suarer. T am glad to have that observation. 


1827 


Mr. CunninGHAM. The next bill we will consider is S. 1827. 
(The bill reads as follows: ) 


{s. 1827, 83d Cong., 2d sess ] 


AN ACT To authorize the Secretary of the Army to disclaim any interest of the United States in and to 
certain property located in the State of Washington 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the (rmy is authorized to 
disclaim any and all right, title, lien, or interest of the United States in and to 
certain property located in the city of Seattle, Washington, King County, 
Washington, hereafter described as follows: 

A portion of West Canal Street and Burns Avenue Northwest, described as 
follows: Beginning at the southeast corner of lot 16, block 3, Ross addition; 
thence on the south line of said lot south eighty-nine degrees thirty-eight minutes 
thirty-two seconds west seven and forty one-hundredths feet to the true place 
of beginning; thence south thirty-nine degrees thirty-one minutes west ninety 
feet to a point on the north line of the Lake Washington Canal; thence following 
the said north line to the most southerly corner of lot 8, block 1, Seattle tide- 
lands; thence along the easterly and northeasterly lines of said lot 8 to an inter- 
section with the southeasterly line of that portion of Burns Avenue Northwest 
as vacated by ordnance numbered 76354; thence following said southeasterly line 
northeasterly to an intersection with the northeasterly line of Burns Avenue 
Northwest; thence following the northeasterly line of Burns Avenue Northwest 
and West Canal Street southeasterly to the true place of beginning; Also, 

A portion of West Canal Street (formerly Ewing Street), together with a 
portion of West Bowdoin Place, formerly West Fortieth Street: Beginning at the 
southeast corner of block 6, Ross addition to the city of Seattle; thence south 
thirty-nine degrees six minutes no seconds west one hundred thirty and eighteen 
one-hundredths feet to a point on the northerly line of the Lake Washington 
Canal right-of-way; thence on the said northerly line, northwesterly four hundred 
forty-eight and seventy-eight one-hundredths feet; thence north thirty-nine 
degrees thirty-one minutes east sixty-nine and sixty-six one-hundredths feet to 
a point on the north line of said block 6, Ross addition; thence on said north 
line north eighty-nine degrees thirty-eight minutes thirty-two seconds east thirty- 
one and seventy-three one-hundredths feet to a point on the northerly line of 
West Canal Street; thence on said line southeasterly three hundred seventy-five 
and twenty one-hundredths feet to a point on the south line of said block; thence 
on said line north eighty-nine degrees thirty-eight minutes thirty-two seconds 
east sixty-three and twelve one-hundredths feet to the place of beginning; Also, 

A portion of West Canal Street (formerly Ewing Street), together with a 
portion of Sixth Avenue Northwest: Beginning at the northwest corner of block 
8, Ross addition to the city of Seattle; thence on the west line thereof south no 
degrees twenty-one minutes twenty-eight seconds east twenty-six and two one- 
hundredths feet to a point on the northerly line of West Canal Street; thence 
on said line southeasterly three hundred forty and fifty-one one-hundredths feet 
to a point on the south line of said block 8; thence south thirty-eight degrees 
sixteen minutes no seconds west ninety feet to a point on the northerly line of 
the Lake Washington Canal right-of-way; thence on said line northwesterly three 
hundred fifty-eight feet, more or less, to a point that bears south thirty-eight 
degrees fifty-six minutes no seconds west from the place of beginning; thence north 
thirty-eight degrees fifty-six minutes no seconds east to the place of beginning; 
Also, 

A portion of West Canal Street (formerly Ewing Street): Beginning at the 
northwest corner of lot 4, block 9, Ross addition to the city of Seattle; thence 


3500 


on the north line of said block north eighty-nine degrees thirty-eight minutes 
thirty-two seconds east forty-five and twenty-two one-hundredths feet to a point 
on the northerly line of West Canal Street, as established by ordinance num- 
bered 14267; thence on said line southeasterly two hundred seventy-eight and 
thirty-nine one-hundredths feet to a point on the east line of said block 9, which 
said point is south no degrees twenty-one minutes twenty-eight seconds east 
twenty-two and sixty-four one-hundredths feet from the northeast corner of lot 
11 of said block; thence on the east line of said block and the same extended south 
no degrees twenty-one minutes twenty-eight seconds east one hundred and forty- 
eight feet, more or less, to a point on the northerly line of the Lake Washington 
Canal right-of-way, thence on said line northwesterly to a point that bears south 
thirty-eight degrees six minutes no seconds west from the place of beginning; 
thence north thirty-eight degrees six minutes no seconds east to the place of 
beginning. 

Passed the Senate February 8, 1954. 

Attest: J. Mark Trice, Secretary. 


Mr. Cunninouam. And I believe Mr. Lawson B. Knott is here 
to testify. 

We will be glad to hear from you, Mr. Knott. 

Mr. Knorr. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this measure is to effect 
the release of any right, title and interest of the United States in and 
to lands described in the bill to the city of Seattle and King County, 
Wash. It is essentially a bill for the purpose of removing a possible 
cloud on the title to some land that had been acquired from private 
individuals for the extension of Ewing Street, now West Canal 
Street in Seattle. It was not developed for street purposes and in 
1950, the abutting property owners were able to bring about the 
abandonment of the street extension entirely. 

Washington State statutes provide that upon the vacation of a 
street or alley the property within the limits so vacated belongs to the 
abutting property owners, one half to each. 

The Lake Washington Ship Canal adjoins this property on the 
south. The United States acquired about 38 acres in 1899 for the 
development of the canal, a civil works project of the Corps of Engi- 
neers. The Department of the Army claims no title to the adjoining 
street property described in this bill. 

Nevertheless, the title companies in Washington feel that there 
exists a cloud on the title. 

The Secretary of the Army is agreeable to releasing any right the 
Government may have, but doesn’t have the authority. This bill, 
amended as suggested in the Department reports, would give him 
the authority to release any—— 

Mr. CunnINGHAM. By a quitclaim deed or the equivalent? 

Mr. Knorr. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Cunninauam. And this is simply in the nature of a quiet title 
action on land that the Government claims no interest in. Any 
questions? 

If not, without objection, it will be approved. 
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